
STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

PAULINO BELGADO, JR., M.D. 
RESPONDENT. 

FINAL DECISION 
AND ORDER 
(89 MED 545) 

The parties to this action for the purposes of Wis Stats. sec. 227.53 are: 

Pauhno Belgado, Jr., M.D. 
105 Waupaca Street 
New London, WI 54961 

Medical Examining Board 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, WI 53708-8935 

Department of Regulation and Licensing 
Division of Enforcement 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, WI 53708-8935 

The parties in this matter, Paulino Belgado, Jr., M.D., personally and with his attorney, 
Joseph J. Beisenstem, and Pamela M. Stach, Attorney for Complainant, agree to the terms and 
conditions of the attached Stipulation as the Final Decision in this matter, subject to the approval 
of the Board. Having determined that it has jurisdtction and authortty to act in this matter 
pursuant to Wis. Stats. set 448.02(3), the Board has reviewed this Stipulation and considers tt 
acceptable. 

Accordingly, the Board in this matter adopts the attached Stipulation and makes the 
following: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Paulmo Belgado, Jr., Respondent herem, 105 Waupaca Street, New London, 
Wisconsin 54961, is a physician duly licensed and currently registered to practice medicine and 
surgery m the State of Wisconsin under license #I7093 which was granted on February 17, 1970. 

2. Respondent speciahzes in the practice of general surgery 

3. On September 5, 1986, male patient H.M., age 83, was admitted to Clintonvtlle 
Community Hospital in Clintonvtlle, Wisconsm by Respondent with symptoms of increased 
difficulty in breathmg, coughing and generalized weakness of one week’s duration. 



4. Physical examination by Respondent revealed the presence of patchy hemorrhages on 
the roof of the mouth and ecchymottc lesions. 

5. Respondent’s impressions following examination included congesttve heart failure, 
Class III-IV, bilateral lobar pneumonia and rule out thrombocytopenia or leukemia. 

6. Respondent ordered a chest x-ray and administration of oxygen. 

7. Arterial blood gases performed upon admission on September 5 and the patient’s 
respiratory rate showed the patient to be m respiratory failure. 

8. Initial blood tests performed on September 5, 1986, revealed a white blood cell count 
of 220,000 with some blast cells. 

9. No platelet count was ordered by Respondent on September 5, 1986. 

10. Upon admission, Respondent ordered Lasix 20 mg. to be administered 
mtramuscularly immediately and then daily. 

11. Respondent made no adjustments to the Lastx dosage amount during the course of the 
hospttalization. 

12. No further arterial blood gases were ordered after the initial order upon admission on 
September 5. 

13. On September 6, 1986, Respondent ordered the administration of Claforan 1.0 gm. in 
100 ml. of 5 percent Dextrose m water intravenously three times daily. 

14. No other orders for antibiotics were given during the course of the patient’s 
hospttalization. 

15. On September 7, 1986, patient H.M. expired. 

16. Respondent’s conduct in providing care and treatment for patient H.M. fell below the 
minimum standards of competence established in the profession in the following respects: 

A. Respondent failed to order a platelet count in a timely manner. 

B. Respondent failed to properly treat the patient’s congestive heart failure, 
including the failure to administer Lasix in an appropriate dosage. 

C. Respondent failed to order appropriate arterial blood gases to monitor the 
patient’s response to oxygen therapy. 

D. Respondent failed to order appropriate and timely antibiotic coverage. 
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17. Respondent’s conduct created the following unacceptable risks to the patient: 

A. Respondent’s failure to order a platelet count on September 5, 1986, created the 
risk of an inability by Respondent to reach a determination if platelet 
transfusions were needed and the resulting risk of exsanguination if they were 
not administered. 

B. Respondent’s failure to properly treat the patient’s congestive heart failure, 
mcludmg the failure to administer Lasix in an appropriate dosage created the 
risk to the patient of hypoxia and death. 

C. Respondent’s failure to monitor the pattent’s response to oxygen therapy by 
ordering arterial blood gases subjected this patient to the risk of inadequate 
oxygenation, cardiac dysrhythmtas and death. 

D. Respondent’s failure to order appropriate antibiotic coverage in a timely manner 
subjected this patient to the risks of inadequate treatment, worsenmg of the 
patient’s pneumonia and death. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Wisconsin Medical Examining Board has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 
Wis. Stats. sets. 448.02(3). and 227.44(5). 

2. Respondent’s conduct as herein described tended to constitute a danger to the health, 
welfare, and safety of the patient and therefore constitutes unprofessional conduct within the 
meaning of Wis. Stats. sec. 448.02(3) and Wis. Adm. Code sec. MED 10,02(2)(h). 

ORDER 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the Sttpulatton with the parties is approved. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the license of Paulino Belgado, Jr., M.D. to practice 
medicine and surgery in the State of Wisconsin is hereby limited on the following terms and 
conditions: 

A. Respondent shall participate in an assessment of his knowledge and skills in the 
practice of medtcme as set forth in the attached Exhibit A. Such assessment 
shall be conducted by the University of Wisconsm, School of Medicine, 
Contmuing Medical Education Program as coordinated by Thomas 
Meyer, M.D., and shall commence within 60 days of the effecttve date of this 
Order. 

B. Respondent shall participate m and successfully complete an educational 
program established through the Contmuing Medical Education program under 
the direction and supervision of Dr. Meyer. This program shall be based upon 
the results of the assessment and shall include a home study component, a 
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climcal component, a momtormg component, and an evaluation component. 
Prior to commencing the educational program, Dr. Meyer shall submit a 
proposal to the Medical Exammmg Board, or its designee, for approval. 

C. In the event Dr. Meyer is unable to develop a program which adequately 
addresses the issues identified m the assessment, he shall so nottfy the Medical 
Examinmg Board and this matter shall be returned to the Division of 
Enforcement for further proceedings. 

D. Respondent shall begm the educational program within 30 days of its approval 
by the Medical Examining Board or its designee. aHe will complete the program 
within the ttme parameters established by Dr. Meyer. 

E. At the conclusion of the home study and clinical components of the educational 
program, Dr. Meyer shall submit a report to the Medical Examining Board 
evaluating Respondent’s participation and performance in the program and 
indicating whether Respondent has successfully completed the requirements of 
the program. 

F. Respondent shall immediately develop and utilize a record keeping procedure 
which will reflect the concept of problem-oriented medical records with 
emphasis on patient history, subjective complaints, clinical observations, 
consultations, diagnoses, and treatment recommendations. The proposed 
procedure shall be submitted to and approved by Dr. Meyer as part of the 
educational program. 

G. For a period of six months from the effective date of this Order, Respondent 
shall obtain a physician proctor to oversee all medical and surgical care 
provided to all hospitalized patients. Respondent shall discuss all proposed 
medical care with the proctoring physician prior to admission. Respondent shall 
discuss any changes in the patient’s condition and treatment plan during the 
course of the hospitalization and at discharge with the proctormg physician. 

H. For a period of six months from the effective date of this Order, Respondent 
shall discuss all surgical cases with a proctoring surgeon, including preoperative 
indications and evaluations, prior to scheduling surgical procedures. 

I. For a period of six months from the effective date of this Order, Respondent 
shall have a proctoring surgeon present m surgery during the provision of 
intra-operative care. 

J. For a period of six months from the effective date of this Order, Respondent 
shall have a proctoring physician evaluate and approve the postoperative 
treatment of the surgical patient. 

K. Respondent shall participate in a quarterly review of his medical records and 
practice for a period of one year followmg successful completion of the home 
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study and clmical components of the educational program. This revtew shall be 
conducted by a physician recommended by Dr. Meyer and approved by the 
Medtcal Examining Board, and shall mclude a determination of compliance 
with the procedure established under Paragraph F. above. The records to be 
reviewed will be selected at random by the reviewing physician. The reviewing 
physician shall report his or her findings to Dr. Meyer who will provide a 
written report to the Medical Examining Board regarding these findings at the 
concluston of the period of review. In the event the reviewing physician 1s 
unable to complete the review, Dr. Meyer shall appoint a successor physician to 
serve as the reviewer and advise the Medical Examining Board of his or her 
identity. 

L. The limitations set forth in Paragraphs F through K above shall be coordinated 
through Dr. Meyer as part of the educational program and the individuals 
providing the proctoring and performing the audits shall submit written reports 
to Dr. Meyer as requested. 

M. Respondent shall permit all individuals participating in the educational program 
set forth above to submit information regarding Respondent’s participation in 
the program to the Board as requested. Dr. Meyer shall certify to the Board the 
results of the assessment and educational program upon completion of each. 

N. All expenses incurred under Paragraphs A through M above shall be the 
responsibility of the Respondent. 

0. Respondent shall be responsible for the timely filing of all reports required 
under Paragraphs A through M above. 

P. Respondent shall appear before the Medical Examining Board, at the option of 
the Board, to provide evidence of completton of the terms set forth above. If 
such appearance is required, it shall occur after certiticatton by Dr. Meyer of the 
results of the assessment and educational program and the Board shall notify the 
Respondent in writing. 

Q. Upon receipt of cettificatton of successful completton of the terms and 
conditions set forth above, the Medical Examining Board shall remove all 
restrictions on Respondent’s license. In the event Respondent has not completed 
the terms of the limited license, the Board may refuse to reinstate full licensure. 

R. In the event Respondent’s license is not restored in full due to his failure to 
comply with the terms set forth above, such dental by the Medical Examinmg 
Board shall not constitute a denial of a license within the meaning of Wis. Stats. 
sec. 227.01(3)(a). 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent shall pay to the Department of Regulation 
and Licensing the expert witness fees incurred in this matter in the amount of $660. 



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Counts I, II, III, and V of the pending complaint are 
hereby dismissed. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, pursuant to the authority of Wls. Stats. sec. 448.02(4) and 
Wis. Adm. Code RL Ch. 6, that upon the determination of probable cause to believe that Paulino 
Belgado, Jr. M.D. has violated any of the terms of this Order the Board may, in its discretion, 
order that the license of Pauhno Belgado be sumrnarlly suspended pending full mvestigatlon of 
the alleged violation. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Order shall become effective upon the date of its 
signing. 

Dated this 23 day of s& , 1993. 

Clark 0. Olsen, M.D. 
Secretary, Medical Examining Board 

PMS:dms 
ATY-ALG40 
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STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 
_____________..._--_____________________---------------------~~~-~~~~-~~---------------------------------------------- 
IN THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST STIPULATION 

(89 MED 545) 
PAULINO BELGADO, JR., M.D. 

RESPONDENT. 

It is hereby stipulated between Paulino Belgado, M.D., personally and through his Attorney 
Joseph J. Beisenstein, and Pamela M. Stach, Attorney for the Department of Regulation and 
Licensing, Division of Enforcement, as follows: 

1. Pauhno Belgado, Jr., Respondent herein, 105 Waupaca Street, New London, 
Wtsconsin 54961, is duly licensed to practice medicine and surgery in the State of Wisconsin 
under hcense number 17093 which was granted on,February 17, 1970. 

2. A Complaint consistmg of 5 counts was filed against and duly served upon 
Respondent on November 18, 1992. 

3. Respondent has read the Complaint and understands the nature of the allegations 
against him. 

4. Respondent is aware of and understands each of the Respondent’s rights Including the 
right to a hearing on the allegations against him at which time the state has the burden of proving 
these allegattons by preponderance of the evidence; the right to confront and cross-examine 
witnesses against him; the right to call witnesses in his behalf and to compel their attendance by 
subpoena; the right to testify himself; the right to file ObJeCtiOnS to any proposed decisions and to 
present briefs or oral arguments to the officials who are to render the Final Decision; the right to 
petition for rehearing; and all of the rights afforded the Respondent under the United States 
Constitution, the Wisconsin Constitution and the Wisconsin Admimstrative Code. 

5. Respondent freely, voluntarily and knowingly waives each and every one of the rights 
set forth in paragraph 4 above. 

6. The Division of Enforcement recommends that the Wisconsin Medical Examining 
Board adopt this Stipulation and issue the attached Final Decision and Order in resolution of this 
matter. 

7. For the purpose of this Stipulation only, Respondent withdraws his previously filed 
Answer with regard to Count IV of the Complaint and, while neither admitting nor denying the 
allegattons, voluntarily agrees to entry of the attached Final Decision and Order by the Medical 
Examining Board. 

8. Violation of the terms and conditions specified in this Stipulation and Final Decision 
and Order shall constttute a basis for disciplinary action by the Medical Exammmg Board. 

9. The parties to this Stipulation understand that the Department of Regulation and 
Licensing, Division of Enforcement will take no further action against Respondent’s license 
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based on the allegattons contamed m the Complamt unless Respondent violates the terms and 
conditrons of this Stipulation and Final Decision and Order in which event the Department may 
reinstate the Complaint and remstitute proceedings agamst Respondent. 

10. This agreement m no way prohibits the Medical Examining Board from any further 
action against Respondent based on acts not alleged in the present Complaint which might be 
violative of Wisconsin Medical Examining Board statutes and rules. 

I 1. The parties agree to waive the Proposed Decision of the Administrattve Law Judge 
and submit this Stipulatton directly to the Medical Exammmg Board. All parties agree that 
counsel for the parties and the board advisor assigned to this case, may appear before the Board 
in open sesston to argue on behalf of acceptance of this Stipulation. 

12. This Stipulation and Final Decision and Order, if adopted and entered by the Medical 
Exammmg Board, shall become effective on the date of signing. 

13. Respondent voluntarily agrees to pay expert witness fees in this case m the amount of 
$660.00. Payment shall be made within 30 days to the Department of Regulation and Licensing, 
P.O. Box 8935, Madtson, Wisconsin. All other costs of these proceedings incurred by either 
party are hereby watved. 

14. In the event any term or condition of this Stipulation and Final Decision and Order is 
not accepted or entered by the Medical Examining Board, then no term of this Stipulatton; and 
Final Decision and Order shall be binding in any manRon any party to this Stipulation. 

Dated: 

Department of Regulation and Licensmg 

I, Paulino Belgado, Jr., M.D., havmg read the above Stipulation and havmg discussed its 
contents with my attorney and understandmg its terms, do hereby, freely, voluntarily and 
knowmgly enter mto this Stipulation. 

lzLa?kq3ti /p+ Dated: 

PMS:dms 
ATY-ALG39 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL INFORMATION 

(Notice of Rights for Rehearing or Judicial Review, 
the times ailowed for each, and the identification 

of the party to be named as respondent) 

‘l’he following notice is served on you as part of the SnaI decision: ,c 
1. Reheariug, 

Any person aggrieved by this order may petition for a rehearing 
within 20 days of the service of this decision, as provided iu section 227.49 
of the Wisconsin Statutes, a copy of which is attached. !L’he 20 day period 
c mmences the day after personai service or mailing of this decision. (The 
date of madhug of this decision is shown below.) 
rehearing shouid be SIed with 

The petition for 
the State of Wisconsin Medical Exakning Board. 

A petition for rehearing is not a prerequisite for appeal directly to circuit 
c urt through a petition for judiciai review. 

Any person aggrieved by this decision hfu~ a right to petition for 
judiciai *eW of this decision as dedxumction227.53ofthe 

IS attached. The petition should be 
the Stare of ljisconsin kdicai - 

Examining Boarcj 

within 30 days of service of this decision if there has been no petition for 
rehearing, or within 39 days of service of the order fhudly disposing of the 
petition for rehearing, or tithiu 39 days after the Ginal dispomtion by 
operation of law of any petition for rehearing. 

The 30 day eriod commences the day after personal service or 
maiiingoftheJL* tion or order, or the da after the final disposition by 
0 
t&s 

eration of the law of any petition for rex eari+ (The date of maiUg of 
decision is shown below.) A petition for judxciai review should be 

SSII-V~~ UPOII, and name as the respondent, the fohowingz the State of 
Wisconsin Medical Examining Board. 

The date of mailing of this decision is September 28P lgg3* 



~,.a l’a~uo”s lo, ranemm~ I” conlosted Cases. 11) A 
FlItion for rehearing shall not hc a prerequisite for appeal or 
review Any person aggrieved by a final order may. within 20 
days aflcr service of the order, fde a wrillcn petition for 
rehcwing which shall specify in detail the grounds for lhc 
l&f sought and sopportIng authoribes. An agency may 
order a rchcarmg on ils own motion within 20 days abler 
~WJIFC 01 a linal order. This subsectlon does not apply lo I. 
I7 023 (Ii le), No agency is required to conduct more than 
one rcbearing based on a p&ion for rchcaring Sled under 
[his sobsection in any comested case. 

(2) Tbc iiling of a petition for rehearing shall not suspend 
oc delay Ihc clTcclIvc date of the order, and the order shall 
lake c&cl on the dale fixed by the agency and shall mtttinuc 
in cifect unless the pelilion is granted or until lhc order i: 
suprrscdcd. modiftcd. or SCI aside as provided by law. 

(3) Rehearing will be granted only on the basis oE 
(a) Some material error of law. 
(b) Some material error of fact. 
(c) The discovery of new evidence ruflicicnlly strong to 

rcve~c or modify Ihc order, and which could not have been 
previously discovered by due dihgcnce. 

14) Copies of petitions for rehearing shall be served on all 
psrtlcs of rccord. Parties may tile replies to the petition. 

(5) The agency may order a reheating or enter an order 
with refercntx to the petition without a hearing. and shall 
dispose of lhc pclilion within 30 days after il is filed. II Ihe 
agency does not enter an order disposing of lhe pclilion 
withln the 30.day period. the petition shall be deemed lo have 
been dcnicd as of the capiralion of the 30day period. 

(6) Upon granting a rehearing, the agency shall set the 
mallcr for further pmaedings as soon as practicable. Pro- 
eccdnsgs upon rehearing shall conform as nearly may be IO 
lhc proceedings in an onginal hearing cxccpl as lhc agency 
may otherwise direcl. lfin the agency’s judgment, after such 
rehearing it appears that lhc original decision, order or 
determination is in any respect unlawfitl or unreasonable, lhe 
agency may reverse. change, modify or sttspcnd the aamc 
aceordtngly. Any decision, order or determination made 
after such rehearing reversing, changing, modifying or snr 
pcndmg the original dclerminalion shall have the sarna force 
and ciTecl as an original decision, order or dclcrtnination. 

227.62 Jodlclat revlaw; declslona rovlewable. Adtninh- 
trattvc decisions which adversely affect the substantial inler- 
csls of any person, whether by aclion or inaction, whether 
ailirm&e or negalive in form, are subject lo rcvicw as 
provided in this chapter. ucepl for the decisions of lhc 
dcpartmcnt ofrevcnuc other than decisions relating IO alto- 
hol beverage pertnits issued under ch. 125. decisions of the 
department of cmploye IIIISI funds, the commissioner of 
banking, the commissioner of credit unions. ihc commis. 
sioner of savings and loan. the board ofstalc canvassers and 
.hose decisions of the department of industry, labor and 
buman relations which arc subject to review. prior lo any 
indiciai review. by the labor and industry review commission, 
and except as olhcmtsc provided by law. 

zzT.51 PattIes and proceedhtga lor revlaw. (1) Exccpl as 
otherwise specifically pmvided by law. any person aggricvcd 
by a de&Ion specilicd in a 227.52 shall be cntitlcd to judicial 
review thereof as provided in this chapter. 

(a) I. Proceedings for review shall be instilutcd by serving a 
petition lherefor pcrsonaily or by corlificd mail upon the 
agency or one of its ollicials. and iiling the petition in the 
otXccofthcclcrk ofthccircuilcottrt forthcconnty where the 
judicial review proacdittgs aro to be held. If the agency 
whose decision is sought lo be rwiewcd is the tax appeals 
comminion,thc bankingrcvicwboardortheconsumcrcrcdil 
review board, the credit union twiew board or the savings 
and loan review board, the petition shall be served upon bolh 
the agency whose decision is sought lo be reviewed and the 
mrmponding named respottdenl. as spcciftcd under par (b) 
I to 4. 

2. Unless a rehearing is rcqwled under s. 227.49. petitions 
for review under this paragraph shall ha serwd and filed 
within 30 days after the service of the decision of the agency 
upon all parties under s. 227.448. If a rehearing is requested 
under s. 227.49, any parly desiring judicial review shall serve 
and t7leapetitionforrcviewwilhin30daysa~crxrvlceoflhc 
orda finally disposing of the application for reheating. or 
within 30 days after the fmal disposition by operation oflaw 
ofany snch application for reheating. The 30day period for 
serving and Sling a petition under this paragraph commcnccs 
on thcdav alter oersonal swvicoor mailinaofthcdecision by 
Ihc age&y. ’ 

3. lf 1he petitioner is a residcnl. the proceedings shall be 
held in the circuit muti for the cottttly when Iha petitioner 
resides. cscep~ lhat if the ptilioncr is ais agency. th; proaed- 

‘ings shall be tn the clrotti~ court for the connly where the 
respondent resides and except as provided in ss. 77.59 (6) (b). 
lg2.70(6) and 182.71 (S)(g). Theproandingsshall he in the 
circuit court for Dane county if the pelilioner is a nonresi- 
dent. ifall parties stipulate and the cowl lo which the parlics 
desire IO transl’cr the proceedings agrees. the procaedings may 
k held in the cottnly designated by the parks. 112 or mote 
petitions for review of the aamc decision are Rlcd in diifcrent 
countin. the circuit judge for Ihc cottnly in which a pailion 
for rwiew of Ihe decision was Srst tiled shall detcrtninc the 
venne for judtcial review of the decision, and shall order 
lransfcr or consolidation where approprialc. 

(b) The petition shall slate the nature of the pclilioncr’s 
inlcresl. the iacts showing that petitioner is a person ag- 
grieved by the decision. and lhc grounds specified in S. 227.57 
upon which petitioner contends that the daislon should be 
reversed or modiiied. The petition may be amended. by icave 
of cowl, though the time for serving the same has expired. 
The pclltion shall kcntillcd in lhcnamc oflhe pmon serving 
it as petitioner and lhc name of the agency whose d&ion Is 
sought to be reviewed aa respondenl. cxcepl thal in petitions 

for review of decisions of the followng agcnct~s. IIIC IB~IU 
agency spccilied shall be lhe named wpondcnt: 

l.Tbclax appealscommission.thcdcpartmcnl ofrwnw 
2. The banking review b&ardor lhcconstnncr credit revw 

board, the commlssioncr of banking, 
3. The credit union review board. the commlss~n~r of 

crcdil unions. 
4.Thc savings and loan review board, the connwss~o~~~‘r or 

savings and loan, except if the petitioner is lhe commissioner 
of savings and loan. the prevading parties before the savlngr 
and loan review board shall he lhr named respondents 

(c) A copy of the petition shall he ~t~nl ~ZSOIUII~ 0‘ by 
arlified mail or, when service is timely admitted in wiling. 
by lint class mail, not lalcr than 30 days after the instnotion 
of the prowding. upon each party who sppwed before the 
agency in the proceeding in which the decision sought to be 
roviewcdwas madcorupon lhcparly’saltorncy ofrecord. A 
court may 001 dismiss the proceeding for revwv soluly 
bacatt~c 0r a fadore to SCIYC a copy 0r the p&on open a 
party or the party’s attorney of record unless Ibe pctitlonrr 
fails lo rem a person lislcd as a party for purposes of review 
in the agency’s decision under s. 221.47 or the person‘s 
attorney of record. 

(d) The agency (c~cept in lhc case of the tax appcdls 
commission and the banking review board. the consumer 
nrdit swiew board. the credit union review borld. and lbc 
savings and loan mview board) and all parlies to the lxocced- 
log bcfon il. shall have lhc tight IO parlicq~atc in Ihc 
ptweedings r0, review. The c0wt may pennit 0th~ mter- 
riled persons to intervene. Any person pctiltoning the cowl 
lo Intervene shall scrvc a copy of the pelilwn on e.tch party 
whoappearcdbefore thcagencyandanyaddnlon.d parncs lo 
the judicial rcvicw at leasl 5 days prior lo the date scl ior 
hearing on the petttioll. 

(2) Every person served with lhc pdtti00 for wcw .I, 
provided in this scclton and who desires to parlicipnlc tn the 
proceedings for revicwlhereby instilutcd shall srrvx npon tbc 
petitioner. tvtlhin 20 days after service of the ptrlllon upon 
such person. a n~ltcc of appearance clearly sumg the 
person’s position with reference to each material ,dlcgation in 
the petition and IO lhe allinnance. vacation or modlhcallua 
ofthcordcror decision under review. Such notice. other Ihaa 
by the named respondent, shall also be scrvcd on the n.nncd 
respondent and the attorney general. and shall bc iihd 
loplhcrwilh proofofrcqnircd service thereof. with thectcri. 
of the reviewing court within IO days after such scww 
Service ofall subscqucnl papers or nonccs in such procecdlng 
n~dbemadconlyuponthcpctit ioncrand suchotherpcrson! 
aa have xrvcd and Sled the notice as prowled in lbi! 
subseclion or have been pcrmitlcd lo intervene in sdid pro 
ceeding. as padcs thereto, by order of the reviewing cwll 


